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 that Westermarck's theory requires. But although the theory
that incest prohibition is due to natural selection working on
the relative disadvantages of inbreeding may be correct so far
as it goes, this does not absolve us from the duty of looking
elsewhere for other factors which may have worked in the
same direction. For it appears very doubtful whether the
factors we have just been considering can be regarded as an
adequate explanation of incest prohibition as we know it. If it
is the advantages of outbreeding rather than the disadvantages
of inbreeding that are potent; if the evil effects of
inbreeding are so relatively slight as to leave room for doubt
as to their nature and even the fact of their existence; if they
are of such kind as to leave healthy stocks but little if at all
affected and to become serious only after long continuance
without admixture of fresh blood from outside (a state of affairs
that can but rarely have occurred); and if they are liable to
be counteracted by a change of locality or of life's conditions
(which must sometimes have occurred, especially among
nomadic peoples): then it is not easy to understand how such
a widespread and powerful human characteristic as the aversion
to incest can have arisen solely as the result of natural selection,
working through the bad effects of incest or the superior
advantages of outbreeding. The largeness of the result would
be manifestly out of proportion to the cause, and it would seem
that although we may allow some considerable influence to this
factor, we have to admit that it must be supplemented by
some other cause or causes of appreciable magnitude1.
1 Supposing that natural selection does exercise some influence of the kind
indicated, such influence does not of course, here any more than elsewhere,
necessarily imply any appreciation of the nature of the causes at work. On
the contrary, as some authorities have pointed out, it is scarcely possible
to ascribe to primitive man any conscious realisation of the ill effects of
inbreeding (if these exist). These ill effects manifest themselves much too
slowly to be observed by the savage with his relatively short memory
and his lack of interest in remote events, especially when, as has often
been the case, there has been uncertainty as to the nature of paternity.
Even if the savage were able to realise the nature of this hereditary
influence, it is pretty clear that his actions and feelings would be but
little affected thereby, for it is one of the most general characteristics of
the primitive mind that it takes but small account of distant consequences,
whereas Eugenics involves the appreciation of such consequences in a
high degree.
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